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Hladick expressed his appreciation for the information and for Collier’s time. 
Meeting adjourned at approximately 2:25pm Seattle time. 

Next Steps/Follow-up Discussed: None 

Non-Responsive: Potential Confidential Business Information Identified by the Pebble Limited 
Partnership
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• Daniel Cheyette (BBNC, Lands and Natural Resources) 

• Brett Veerhusen (Businesses for Bristol Bay) 

• Peter Van Tuyn (Bessenyey & Van Tuyn, outside counsel for BBNC) 

Did EPA decide which third parties would attend?: Yes/No/Explain 

No – request for meeting and invite list came from Dan Cheyette at BBNC 

List of EPA Attendees: 

• Chris Hladick, RA 

• David Allnutt, Director, OERA 

Agenda: none 

Did EPA/Third Party Set the Agenda?: n/a 

Did EPA/Third Party Run the Meeting: n/a 

Notes from Discussion (including individual advice/feedback provided to Agency): 

*This section is intended to compile individual input received from meeting attendees. It does not 

reflect group advice.  

  

Dan Cheyette: Conveyed his desire to use this meeting to exchange information on the ongoing Corps 

NEPA process and any updates regarding the status of EPA’s pending CWA § 404(c) Proposed 

Determination. 

Meeting opened with introductions from the external visitors. 

Peter Van Tuyn: Urged EPA not to equate opposition to the recent Alaska Ballot Measure 1 (salmon 

initiative) with support for Pebble mine development. For example, Glenn Reed and his organization 

opposed the salmon initiative but also oppose development of the mine. 

Joe Chythlook: This was record-setting year for salmon fishing in Bristol Bay. Everyone he talked to did 

very well commercially, and it was also a good year for subsistence. Would like to ensure that the 

people of Bristol Bay region can continue to live that way of life. 

Everette Anderson: Bristol Bay is the last place of its kind. Strong cultural ties; strong commercial ties. 

DC: 60M+ sockeye were harvested in Bristol Bay in 2018; the fishery is the economic cornerstone of 

region.  But it’s not just about the fisheries. 

Brett Veerhusen: Opposition to the mine is not just about the 14k direct jobs; also reflects a desire to 

protect secondary and tertiary jobs worldwide. For the seafood industry, it’s very important to keep 

trust with consumers. Alaska seafood is currently the no. 1 trusted source of protein. 

Jon Bridge: Consumer trust is also important for the jewelry industry – public interest in “blood 

diamonds” several years ago demonstrated this phenomenon. Ben Bridge supports the Responsible 
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Jewelry Council, which promotes fair labor and environmental standards for resource extraction. Ben 

Bridge has two stores in AK, so has been close to the Pebble issue in particular for many years. 

Glenn Reed: don’t neglect jobs outside of fishing and processing sectors. For example, BB fishery is 

very important for Alaska’s transportation sector.  

DC: The Corps’ schedule for processing PLP’s permit application seems very aggressive and unrealistic. 

Chris Hladick: EPA has registered its concerns on the Corps’ proposed schedule. David can describe 

what the PD did and didn’t do and where we are procedurally on that. 

David Allnutt: Provided an overview of EPA’s role in issuing the PD, proposing to withdraw it, and then 

suspending withdrawal proceedings. Emphasized that the PD proposes restrictions on mining the 

Pebble deposit but does not prohibit or veto such mining. 

EPA has organized two teams of technical and programmatic specialists: one to assist with the Corps’ 

environmental review and permitting processes, and another to manage the CWA § 404(c) process. 

We are serving as a cooperating agency under NEPA and have offered our technical assistance to the 

Corps as it analyzes alternatives and potential impacts. We’re working hard to meet the Corps’ 

cooperating agency deadlines. We also intend to review and comment in writing on the DEIS once that 

is available from the Corps. 

PVT: During a recent visit to DC, he was told by Corps HQ that the 404 permit would be “the last 

permit” issued – would only be issued after PLP had secured its state and local authorizations. Is this 

consistent with what EPA has heard from the Corps? 

DA: I have only been in touch with the Corps’ Alaska District staff about this project – not Corps or 

Army HQ. I have not discussed this particular issue. I am aware, though, that PLP has not yet applied 

for its state permits. 

DC: Have the cooperating agencies requested more time to review the preliminary DEIS? 

DA: I have not personally participated in the recent cooperating agency meetings, but I understand 

that there has been considerable discussion about the proposed schedule. The current deadline of 

December 21 does represent some flexibility by the Corps. 

PVT: Has Region 10 been given any policy direction from EPA HQ regarding the timing of the 2014 PD? 

DA: We are aware of Administrator Pruitt’s direction (in a June 2018 memo) to EPA-OW to develop a 

proposed rule to revise how EPA exercises its authority under CWA § 404(c). We are not aware of any 

policy direction outside of the June 2018 memo. 

JC: BBNC is profit-making entity; not against mining or resource development generally. BBNC’s 

opposition to Pebble is not just about the environment, it’s about the people and the resource. 

  

Meeting adjourned after one hour. 

Next Steps/Follow-up Discussed: None 
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Topic: Meeting 

Meeting Date: August 2, 2018 

Location: EPA HQ (Washington, DC) 

List of Third Party Attendees (including affiliation): 

• Pebble Limited Partnership 

Did EPA decide which third parties would attend?: Yes/No/Explain 

List of EPA Attendees: 

• Henry Darwin 

Agenda:  

Did EPA/Third Party Set the Agenda?:  

Did EPA/Third Party Run the Meeting:  

Notes from Discussion (including individual advice/feedback provided to Agency): 
*This section is intended to compile individual input received from meeting attendees. It does not 
reflect group advice.  

Next Steps/Follow-up Discussed: None 

 

 

EPA Deputy AAOW Meeting with Pebble 

Topic: Review process for Pebble’s CWA Section 404 Permit Application 

Meeting Date: June 5, 2018 

Location: EPA HQ (Washington, DC) 

List of Third Party Attendees (including affiliation): 

• Peter Robertson, Pebble 

• Brad Angasan, VP of Corporate Affairs for AK Peninsula Corporation 

• Ventura Samaniego, President and CEO of Kijik Corporation 

• Henry Olympic, President of Newhalen Tribal Council 

Did EPA decide which third parties would attend?: No – meeting at request of Pebble 

List of EPA Attendees: 

• Lee Forsgren (Deputy AAOW) 

• Russell Kaiser (Chief, Freshwater and Marine Regulatory Branch (FMRB)) 

• Palmer Hough (Environmental Scientist, FMRB) 

• Heidi Nalven (OGC) 

Agenda: None 

Did EPA/Third Party Set the Agenda?: N/A 

Did EPA/Third Party Run the Meeting: Pebble ran the meeting and described it as an opportunity for 
EPA to hear from Alaska Natives who are supportive of the proposed Pebble Mine.   

Notes from Discussion (including individual advice/feedback provided to Agency): 

• Robertson kicked off the meeting and gave the floor to the Alaska Native reps that he invited 
to participate.  Each rep shared thoughts on Pebble mine 

• Angasan – discussed jobs and other potential economic benefits of a mine at the Pebble 
deposit and noted the permit review process would be challenging and that Pebble deserved 
opportunity to go through review process 

• Ventura – noted that not all AK Native groups oppose Pebble mine, Kijik Corporation is also 
exploring mining claims and has experienced challenges raising money for its potential mining 
projects 
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o They noted that it took huge push-back from congressional delegation, governor, etc 
to get Corps to extend scoping period for Pebble to 90 days. 

o They expressed concerns that cooperating agencies have been given a limited role by 
Corps in EIS process. 

o They expressed concerns that the Corps’ timelines for the Pebble EIS are unrealistic. 
o They expressed concerns that Corps’ scoping meetings were run more like a PR 

opportunity for Pebble, since Corps showed Pebble’s promo video and then limited 
public’s ability to comment openly at many of the meetings.  

o They expressed concerns that Pebble’s permit application lacked key elements 
necessary to facilitate adequate scoping including: a draft water management plan, 
draft compensatory mitigation plan, and preliminary assessment of the economic 
feasibility of the proposed mine project. 

o They noted that public perception is the Corps is trying to “fast-track” review of 
Pebble and cut corners in its review. 

• Dan/Jason noted that they had shared these concerns with Ryan Fisher, Deputy ASA-CW, 
when they met with him earlier in the day. 

Next Steps/Follow-up Discussed: None 
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Meeting/Event Date Location
Organizations/Groups 

Represented
Discussion Summary / Topics

Tom Collier and Darrin 
Munoz

May 1, 2017
EPA Headquarters, 

Washington DC
Pebble Limited Partnership

Discussion included Pebble's concerns regarding the 2014 
Proposed Determination. The Administrator responded that any 

potential deviation from proper process were and would continue 
to be reviewed and addressed appropriately.

Peter Robertson and Tom 
Collier

July 10, 2017 Phone Pebble Limited Partnership

PLP called to confirm that EPA was on track to initiate a proposal 
to withdraw the Proposed Determination and that the "initiation" 

would be publicly known. EPA confirmed both and stated that 
they would endeavor to update PLP regarding the action.

Alan Mintz September 13, 2017
EPA Headquarters, 

Washington DC

Partner of Van Ness Feldman, LLP, 
and registered lobbyist for client 

Pebble Limited Partnership

Lee Forsgren, Deputy Assistant Administrator for EPA's Office of 
Water, and Mintz have worked on common issues for many years 
–  this meeting was an opportunity for them to catch up with each 
other.  EPA’s involvement in Bristol Bay was neither the purpose 

of the meeting nor its focus. The two briefly discussed the 
proposed Pebble mine and the history of the EPA’s review of the 
watershed under section 404(c).  Mintz suggested that he felt the 
process used by the previous Administration was fundamentally 

flawed, and Forsgren indicated that the new Administration 
intends to review the matter.  

Peter Robertson September 21, 2017
EPA Headquarters, 

Washington DC
Pebble Limited Partnership

Robertson described PLP's status for identifying a partner, 
adjusting the mine plan, and submitting a permit application. EPA 

confirmed that it was still in the process of the proposal to 
withdraw the Proposed Determination, and no decision had been 
made. EPA stated that they will proceed through the regulatory 

process in its normal sequence.

Robin Samuelson (1), 
Norm Van Vactor (2), 
Matthew Paxton (3)

October 31, 2017
EPA Headquarters, 

Washington DC

Bristol Bay Economic 
Development Corporation (1, 2) 

and Adams and Reese LLP (3)

Discussion included the potential impacts of a proposed Pebble 
mine on fisheries resources in the Bristol Bay region. The 

Administrator reiterated that his intial actions on the withdrawal 
were about due process and that they do not signal how the 

Agency might come out on any permit action. BBEDC proposed 
that EPA suspend the existing process where it is now and give PLP 

an opportunity to submit their application.

2017 EPA Headquarters Bristol Bay Meetings/Events for Docket EPA-R10-OW-2017-0369
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Bi-Monthly Regional Division Director Call 

 

July 3, 2018: 2:00 pm (EST) 

Conference Call: Dial-in number:  

 

Agenda 

 

• Introductions and Announcements (5 min) 

• 309 rating transformation - Status (5 min) 

• Project review (10 min) 

• 404 comments (10 min) 

  

  

  

   

  

Next call: September 4, 2018: 2:00 (EST) 
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unrelated to 
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Pebble Mine

(b)(5) Deliberative Process Privilege
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Individuals are required to self-report 
any arrests, charges or convictions that 
would keep the individual from 
obtaining or maintaining a favorable 
suitability or fitness determination. 
Programs impacted are referenced 
within the 42 U.S. Code § 13041 and 
include impacted individuals such as 
employees, DoD contractors, providers, 
adults residing in a family child care 
home, volunteers, and others with 
regular reoccurring contact with 
children. 

Affected Public: Individuals or 
Households. 

Annual Burden Hours: 1,250. 
Number of Respondents: 5,000. 
Responses per Respondent: 1. 
Annual Responses: 5,000. 
Average Burden per Response: 15 

minutes. 
Frequency: On occasion. 
Respondents are DoD contractors, 

family child care providers, family child 
care adult family members residing in 
the home, and specified volunteers who 
provide child care services for children 
under age 18. This form will be initiated 
by DoD staff and will be maintained in 
the initiating DoD offices and/or 
appropriate Human Resources or 
Security Offices. 

Dated: March 23, 2018. 
Aaron T. Siegel, 
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison 
Officer, Department of Defense. 
[FR Doc. 2018–06284 Filed 3–28–18; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 5001–06–P 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Army, Corps of 
Engineers 

Intent To Prepare an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) for the Pebble 
Project 

AGENCY: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
Department of Defense. 
ACTION: Notice of intent. 

SUMMARY: The Alaska District, U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers (the Corps) 
intends to prepare a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
to assess the potential social, economic, 
and environmental impacts associated 
with the proposed Pebble open pit mine 
in wetlands, streams and Ocean near 
Cook Inlet. The EIS will assess potential 
effects of a range of alternatives. 
DATES: Public scoping meetings are 
tentatively scheduled in Anchorage, 
Homer, Dillingham, King Salmon 
(Naknek), Iliamna (Newhalen), 
Nondalton, and Kokhanok (Iguigig) will 
occur in mid-April 2018. Information 

about these meetings and meeting dates 
will be published locally, posted at 
http://www.pebbleprojecteis.com, and 
available by contacting the Corps. 
ADDRESSES: U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, P.O. Box 6898, Joint Base 
Elmendorf Richardson, AK 99506–0898. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Questions about the proposed action 
and the Draft EIS should be referred to: 
Mr. Shane McCoy, Regulatory Division, 
telephone: (907) 753–2715 at http://
www.pebbleprojecteis.com or by mail to 
the above address. To be added to the 
project mailing list and for additional 
information, please visit the following 
website: http://www.pebble
projecteis.com. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: An 
application for a Department of the 
Army permit was submitted by the 
Pebble Limited Partnership pursuant 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 
U.S.C. 1344) and Section 10 of the 
Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 
U.S.C. 403) on December 22, 2017, and 
was advertised in a Public Notice, POA– 
2017–271, on January 5, 2018. The 
public notice is available on Alaska 
District’s public website at: http://
www.poa.usace.army.mil//Portals/34/ 
docs/regulatory/publicnotices/2018/ 
POA-2017-271%20Pebble_
PN.pdf?ver=2018-01-05-153755-640. 

1. Description of the Proposed Project. 
Pebble Limited Partnership (PLP) is 
proposing to develop the Pebble copper- 
gold-molybdenum porphyry deposit as 
an open-pit mine, with associated 
infrastructure, in southwest Alaska, 
north of Lake Iliamna. The proposed 
project would require approximately 
four years to construct, with a projected 
mine life of approximately 20 years. 
Major project components include 
excavation of an open pit, that 
ultimately would be approximately 
6,500 feet long by 5,500 feet wide, with 
depths between 1,330 and 1,750 feet; a 
tailings impoundment with 1.1 billion 
tons storage volume; a low grade ore 
stockpile with the capacity to store up 
to 330 million tons; an open pit 
overburden stockpile; a mill facility 
processing approximately 160,000 tons 
of ore per day; a natural gas-fired power 
plant with a total connected load of 230 
mega-watt (MW), supplied by a 188- 
mile, 10 to 12-inch diameter, natural gas 
pipeline across Cook Inlet and Iliamna 
Lake to the Mine Site; and 
transportation infrastructure including a 
30-mile road from the Mine Site to a 
ferry terminal on the north shore of 
Iliamna Lake, an 18-mile crossing with 
an ice-breaking ferry to a terminal on 
the south shore of Iliamna Lake, and a 
35-mile road to the proposed 

Amakdedori Port on Cook Inlet. The 
proposed mine and related facilities 
would have a total footprint of 
approximately 5.9 square miles. 

The pipeline route would originate on 
the Kenai Peninsula, connecting to the 
existing gas pipeline infrastructure near 
Happy Valley. A metering station would 
be constructed at the off-take point and 
the pipeline would then follow south 
along the Sterling Highway for 9 miles 
to a gas-fired compressor station north 
of Anchor Point. The compressor station 
would feed a 94-mile subsea pipeline 
from the east shore of Cook Inlet to 
Amakdedori Port on the west shore. A 
second gas-fired compressor station 
would be located at the port site. The 
pipeline route would then follow a 30- 
mile mine access road to the south shore 
of Iliamna Lake, where the pipeline 
would enter Iliamna Lake for 
approximately 18 miles. The pipeline 
would come ashore at on the north 
shore of the lake, where it would follow 
the mine access road to the Mine Site. 

2. Alternatives. A range of alternatives 
of the proposed action will be 
identified, and those found to be 
reasonable and practicable will be fully 
evaluated in the DEIS, including: the no 
action alternative, the applicant’s 
proposed alternative, alternative mine 
locations and mine plans, alternative 
mining methods and processes, 
alternatives that may result in avoidance 
and minimization of impacts, and 
mitigation measures not in the proposed 
action. However, this list is not 
exclusive and additional alternatives 
may be considered for inclusion. 

3. Scoping Process and Public 
Involvement. The scoping period will 
extend from April 1, 2018, through 
April 30, 2018. Scoping is conducted to 
assist in determining the scope of 
analysis, significant issues and 
alternatives to be analyzed in depth in 
the DEIS. Comments should be as 
specific as possible. Additional public 
involvement will be sought through the 
implementation of the public 
involvement plan and the agency 
coordination team. 

4. Significant Issues. Numerous issues 
will be analyzed in depth in the DEIS 
related to the effects of the proposed 
Pebble mine and associated 
infrastructure construction, operation, 
and closure. These issues will include, 
but will not be limited to, the following: 
wetlands, water quality, air quality, 
hazardous materials, fish and wildlife, 
vegetation, cultural resources, food 
production, land use, needs and welfare 
of the people (socioeconomics including 
commercial fishing and tourism), 
recreation, general environmental 

          

 
 

 
 

EPA-00135-006587



13484 Federal Register / Vol. 83, No. 61 / Thursday, March 29, 2018 / Notices 

concerns, historic properties, 
navigation, and safety. 

5. Additional Review and 
Consultation. Additional review and 
consultation which will be incorporated 
into the preparation of the DEIS will 
include, but are not necessarily limited 
to coordination under Section 401 of the 
Clean Water Act, Essential Fish Habitat 
coordination; consultation under 
Section 7 of the Endangered Species 
Act; and consultation under the 
National Historic Preservation Act 

Shelia Newman, 
Deputy Chief, Regional Regulatory Division, 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Alaska District. 
[FR Doc. 2018–06369 Filed 3–28–18; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3720–58–P 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

[Docket No.: ED–2018–ICCD–0030] 

Agency Information Collection 
Activities; Comment Request; 
Expanding Opportunity Through 
Quality Charter Schools Program: 
Technical Assistance To Support 
Monitoring, Evaluation, Data 
Collection, and Dissemination of Best 
Practices 

AGENCY: Office of Innovation and 
Improvement (OII), Department of 
Education (ED). 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: In accordance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, ED is 
proposing an extension of an existing 
information collection. 
DATES: Interested persons are invited to 
submit comments on or before May 29, 
2018. 
ADDRESSES: To access and review all the 
documents related to the information 
collection listed in this notice, please 
use http://www.regulations.gov by 
searching the Docket ID number ED– 
2018–ICCD–0030. Comments submitted 
in response to this notice should be 
submitted electronically through the 
Federal eRulemaking Portal at http://
www.regulations.gov by selecting the 
Docket ID number or via postal mail, 
commercial delivery, or hand delivery. 
Please note that comments submitted by 
fax or email and those submitted after 
the comment period will not be 
accepted. Written requests for 
information or comments submitted by 
postal mail or delivery should be 
addressed to the Director of the 
Information Collection Clearance 
Division, U.S. Department of Education, 
400 Maryland Avenue SW, LBJ, Room 
216–44, Washington, DC 20202–4537. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
specific questions related to collection 
activities, please contact Patricia Kilby- 
Robb, 202–260–2225. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Department of Education (ED), in 
accordance with the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA) (44 U.S.C. 
3506(c)(2)(A)), provides the general 
public and Federal agencies with an 
opportunity to comment on proposed, 
revised, and continuing collections of 
information. This helps the Department 
assess the impact of its information 
collection requirements and minimize 
the public’s reporting burden. It also 
helps the public understand the 
Department’s information collection 
requirements and provide the requested 
data in the desired format. ED is 
soliciting comments on the proposed 
information collection request (ICR) that 
is described below. The Department of 
Education is especially interested in 
public comment addressing the 
following issues: (1) Is this collection 
necessary to the proper functions of the 
Department; (2) will this information be 
processed and used in a timely manner; 
(3) is the estimate of burden accurate; 
(4) how might the Department enhance 
the quality, utility, and clarity of the 
information to be collected; and (5) how 
might the Department minimize the 
burden of this collection on the 
respondents, including through the use 
of information technology. Please note 
that written comments received in 
response to this notice will be 
considered public records. 

Title of Collection: Expanding 
Opportunity through Quality Charter 
Schools Program: Technical Assistance 
to Support Monitoring, Evaluation, Data 
Collection, and Dissemination of Best 
Practices. 

OMB Control Number: 1855–0016. 
Type of Review: An extension of an 

existing information collection. 
Respondents/Affected Public: State, 

Local, and Tribal Governments. 
Total Estimated Number of Annual 

Responses: 102. 
Total Estimated Number of Annual 

Burden Hours: 136. 
Abstract: This request is for an 

extension of OMB approval to collect 
data for the Expanding Opportunity 
through Quality Charter Schools 
Program: Technical Assistance to 
Support Monitoring, Evaluation, Data 
Collection, and Dissemination of Best 
Practices formerly titled Charter Schools 
Program (CSP) Grant Awards Database. 
This current data collection is being 
coordinated with the EDFacts Initiative 
to reduce respondent burden and fully 
utilize data submitted by States and 

available to the U.S. Department of 
Education (ED). Specifically, under the 
current data collection, ED collects CSP 
grant award information from grantees 
(State agencies, charter management 
organizations, and some schools) to 
create a new database of current CSP- 
funded charter schools. Together, these 
data allow ED to monitor CSP grant 
performance and analyze data related to 
accountability for academic purposes, 
financial integrity, and program 
effectiveness. 

Dated: March 23, 2018. 
Tomakie Washington, 
Acting Director, Information Collection 
Clearance Division, Office of the Chief Privacy 
Officer, Office of Management. 
[FR Doc. 2018–06244 Filed 3–28–18; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4000–01–P 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[OMB 3060–0819] 

Information Collection Being Reviewed 
by the Federal Communications 
Commission 

AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 
ACTION: Notice and request for 
comments. 

SUMMARY: As part of its continuing effort 
to reduce paperwork burdens, and as 
required by the Paperwork Reduction 
Act (PRA) of 1995, the Federal 
Communications Commission (FCC or 
the Commission) invites the general 
public and other Federal agencies to 
take this opportunity to comment on the 
following information collection. 
Comments are requested concerning: 
whether the proposed collection of 
information is necessary for the proper 
performance of the functions of the 
Commission, including whether the 
information shall have practical utility; 
the accuracy of the Commission’s 
burden estimate; ways to enhance the 
quality, utility, and clarity of the 
information collected; ways to minimize 
the burden of the collection of 
information on the respondents, 
including the use of automated 
collection techniques or other forms of 
information technology; and ways to 
further reduce the information 
collection burden on small business 
concerns with fewer than 25 employees. 
The FCC may not conduct or sponsor a 
collection of information unless it 
displays a currently valid control 
number. No person shall be subject to 
any penalty for failing to comply with 
a collection of information subject to the 

          

 
 

 
 

EPA-00135-006588




